Speech of Representative O’Konski April 1, 1964 


Male Voice 1: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


Can | have your attention a minute? While we're finishing up here, 
we're going to have a little talk by one of our congressmen. | might say 
that many of you know that | have many duties and they're varied and 
they’re... what | do also, but one of my occupations is being a lobbyist, 
and | might say that probably that's the occupation that | don't like as 
well as | do other things that | have to do. | don't know. It's even, even 
the word | guess is sort of obnoxious, but | don't know how Sid stands 
it as well as he does. He seems to thrive on it. But I've been doing it for 
about 30 years now and I'm, | get kind of tired of it. Usually you find 
that your opinions that you're trying to put forth in the legislative body 
are quite different from the opinions of other lobbyists, and 
consequently you're at odds at all times. But sometimes you do run 
across the happy moment in an occupation that you don't like to rule 
out. And one of those moments came back, and | think it was about 
1948, when George Haberman and | was in Washington. | believe we 
were lobbying at that time against the Smith amendments to the Taft- 
Hartley Act. [unintelligible] Alvin? The Smith amendments to the Taft- 
Hartley Act. And we was into Congressman O'Konski’s office that 

day. And of course he knew we were coming. We were announced and 
he had the CIO news up reading it so we could see the front pages of 
it. Said that they were saving their nickels and dimes to defeat 
Congressman O’Konski. | believe it was written in those days by Paul 
Corbin. He was the editor of the ClO news in those days. He just 
recently got fired by the Democratic Party and as | understand is 
supposed to be working for the Kennedys at the present time. But 
anyway, we sat down and had a very nice visit with Congressman 
O'Konski. And | want to say from that time on, | don't think that I've 
had any more pleasant moments than | did that day in 

Washington. Probably they can only be surpassed by other pleasant 
moments in the same gentleman’s office or out having dinner or 
enjoying ourselves with the congressman. Now | might say that as far 
as labor is concerned, from that day on, they have had as close to 
100% support from Congressman O’Konski than you could possibly 
expect from any congressman in Washington. And | think that we're 
real happy or, real if it's, can be proud that he's here today with us and 
the Teamsters and the rest of the labor movement owe him a lot. And 
| think we ought to give Alvin a real good hand if he wants to say a few 
words to us. 


[Applause] 


Thank you, my friend and the rest of you friends. I'm most happy, 
humble, and proud to have been invited to participate in your 
deliberations and to say a few words to you. | listened with a great 
deal of interest to the, this discussion of my good friend Sidney Zagury 
over here. | have only one fall to find Sid and that is, the things that 
you told us that go on in these juries are picked by the Department of 
Justice. | kind of feel a little bit put out because you didn't tell us that 
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such juries are available, because if there are, | certainly would want to 
be on one of those jury sometimes. 


[Laughter] 


| am interested in this case and I've taken a deep personal interest in 
it. I've watched it simply because | believe there is a basic principle and 
a fundamental principle of democracy involved. I'm not interested in 
personalities. Although no one will ever convince me otherwise and 
that this is strictly a case of persecution and not prosecution. It's 
merely the fulfilling of a vendetta. That no one will ever convince me 
otherwise of. But aside from that, | am concerned because what's 
happened to Jimmy Hoffa can happen to any American. It can happen 
to George Haberman, if he gets out of line sometime with the 
administration in power. It could happen to George Meany sometime 
if he steps a little bit out of line and comes into disfavor with the 
administration in power or the attorney general in power. It could 
happen to me. It could happen to any one of you on the local 

basis. And so it's not nearly the concern of Jimmy Hoffa, as far as I'm 
concerned. It's concern of every American. Because the methods that 
have been used in this particular case, in my judgment, are no 
different, no different whatsoever, from the methods that are used in 
a dictatorship. And no one had ever convinced me otherwise, then so 
thinking in that respect. | hope that you people will not run away from 
it. It is the hope of these people who have inaugurated this program 
that now, that finally, a conviction has been achieved, that the rank 
and file of those that he has led will become disruptive, lose 
confidence in him, become disorganized. That's what they hoped 
would happen. | hope that you people will not run from it. But because 
there is a basic principle of Americanism and a fundamental element 
of constitutional rights involved, | hope that you people will see this 
through the end. Because it is good for America if you do. It's bad for 
America if you run away from it. It is true that the Department of 
Justice does get a large slush fund that they don't have to account for, 
because in the past we've always found it necessary to do that. For 
example, we have always provided sufficient funds for the Department 
of Justice to go out so that they'd have money so that they could buy 
dope. So they could break up the dope fiend in the United, the dope 
fiend's and the dope ring in the United States of America. We provided 
funds to the Department of Justice to get the goods and get the 
evidence on organizations like the Cosa Nostra and other gangster 
elements in the United States. In order for the Department of Justice 
to function properly, we had to make those funds available to them. 
But in this particular case we find that at least half, from the best 
estimates that we've had so far, at least half of the budget that we've 
given to the attorney general's office, hoping that it would be used to 
break up the dope ring in the United States, the gangster elements in 
the United States, Cosa Nostra and whatnot. Oh yes, they had a 
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hearing there that went on for weeks and months, but then after the 
hearing it was dropped. But we find that the larger share of this money 
that was used, that we gave as a so-called slush fund that doesn't have 
to be accounted to the Department of Justice, it was not used for the 
purposes that we intended. But for the best estimates that we've had 
so far, at least one-half of that money has been used in having 
something like 300 people in the Department of Justice assigned to 
only one case and one case alone, and that is get Jimmy Hoffa no 
matter what the cost. And | believe that that is a willful violation of the 
intention of Congress and a misuse of public funds, merely in order to 
satisfy a vendetta. So | do have a deep personal interest in it and a 
statement that | made and put into the congressional record for the 
world to see, so there be no doubts about where | stand, was pretty 
well summed up in the statement. And | for the life of me can't 
understand why more people who are so-called champions of 
constitutional liberties, | speak principally of the Americans for 
Democratic Action, for whenever constitutional rights are violated for 
communists, they shout to the high heaven. Or to the American Civil 
Liberties Union, for whenever constitutional rights are involved 
concerning any communist is brought before a committee in the 
Congress or brought before court, they shout to the high heaven 
about the violation of their constitutional liberties. |, for the life of me, 
can't understand why they are silent in what to me is the greatest 
violation, the grossest violation of constitutional rights in 
jurisprudence, in the history of jurisprudence in the United States of 
America. And they're silent. They're saying nothing about it. | can't 
understand that. Make no mistake about it, that if we had any 
communists in the United States of America that was put through the 
wringer like Jimmy Hoffa was, that was put before a jury made-up of 
the same type to Jimmy Hoffa was, or if they used wiretapping 
facilities or police state methods. If we had the grossest and a 
rancorous criminal or communists in the United States of America that 
would have to go before such an onslaught, you can be sure that the 
Civil Liberties Union, the Americans for Democratic Action, and all of 
the people who are constantly crying about violation of constitutional 
rights, that their voices would be heard. And so because their voices 
are not, | believe that it is more incumbent and a responsibility of 
members of Congress in this particular case to go through with this 
investigation, with the evidence that has been presented, that | feel 
that the Congress of the United States would be most derelict in its 
responsibilities if it did not go to the bottom of this case and ferret out 
everything and exactly examined and exposed to the people of 
America exactly how the constitutional rights of American citizens, of 
an American citizen were violated in this particular case. It's a very 
serious thing with me because it sets a very dangerous precedent. As | 
said at the beginning, today it's Jimmy Hoffa and Cohen. Tomorrow it 
might be somebody else. Tomorrow might be you. Tomorrow it might 
be me. If they get by with it in one instance and set the precedent, 
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they can do it to others. And it behooves every American who is 
interested in constitutional rights to become concerned about this 
matter as | have been, become concerned about it. Now, in the short 
time that | want to talk to you, | just want to say to you, members of 
the Teamsters Union and the various locals, that you have a grand 
organization representing you on a national scene. | have great respect 
for your national organization, as | do have for all labor organizations, 
but you’re Teamsters, and I'm going to talk to you about your union 
and your national organization. They are on the job. They are 
constantly on the job. Their contacts with members of Congress are 
effective and very effective. Their contacts with members of Congress 
are cordial. Very cordial in every respect. | especially want to 
commend you for this organization that you have organized called 
DRIVE. As a matter of fact, sometimes it reminds me of the 
organization that | had that sponsors my campaign, except that they 
call them DRIPS. 


[Laughter] 


And, and DRIPS, and DRIPS means Democrats, Republicans, 
Independents, Progressives and Socialists for O’Konski. 


[Laughter and Applause} 


I'm especially concerned about it because you people have done 
something, and in a nice way, and a very effective way that | wish that 
the AFL-CIO and other organizations were patterned after. And that is 
the manner in which you have gotten the counterpart, counterpart of 
your families involved in this thing, namely the women. And | want to 
tell you that they are effective lobbyists, and make no mistake about 
it. You've been sending groups of women to Washington, DC now for 
the last two years that | remember. And | want to tell you that the 
caliber of the women that you have sent absolutely flabbergasts 

me. Now, and | give them the full treatment. | take them out to lunch 
at the Capitol, where the congressmen and senators eat. I'm very glad 
to have them. Then | find out which ones come from my district. | 
single them out, and the wife and | invite them to our home, serve 
dinner. We ask them to take off their shoes because they're on their 
feet all day long and they take down their hair and we talk. Now, this 
particular group that was there last year, they came over to my house 
about 6:00 o'clock in the evening. It was midnight before we finally 
disbanded and they went to their hotels to get a good night's 

sleep. And | want to tell you that the questions that they ask and the 
knowledge that they had of the various bills that were before the 
Congress that affected them, that affected their families in America 
generally, was absolutely flabbergasting of the knowledge that they 
had and the questions that they asked. | was more impressed with that 
group of women that came to Washington representing DRIVE. | was 
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more impressed with what they did and the sincerity and the purpose 
behind it and the knowledge that they had of what was going on. Now 
you take this King-Anderson Bill. They had that thing analyzed from A- 
Z. They saw its good points. They saw its defects. They saw its 
inadequacy's and whatnot. And they same, came to same conclusion 
that | did, and that was we hope we can get something better because 
there are certain things left out. It doesn't include the doctor bills. It 
doesn't include medicine sometimes, which are the greatest costs of 
people who are sick. But, and they same, came to the same conclusion 
that | did, if we can't get that, we'll take it the way it is because we 
believe that a half a loaf is better than none. That's the conclusion that 
| came to. But the thing that amazed me was that here were people 
that knew, they actually knew, what was in the bill. We have a lot of 
people that come over to Washington and they say, “we want you to 
vote for such-and-such a bill.” And you asked them, “well, | haven't 
had a chance to read it exactly. What is in it?” “Oh we don't know. We 
just are told by our leaders to come over and ask you what was in this 
bill.” But these women came over here and they knew what was in 
these bills. They had them analyzed and they impressed me greatly 
and | want to tell you something. It goes back to the old adage that the 
hand that rocks the cradle rules the world. Make no mistake about it 
that women are effective. Wives of laboring men and wives of union 
leaders are effective. They are effective lobbyists. And | commend the 
Teamsters Union for putting that kind of a thing in operation where 
you're getting the women, not only you who go out and work hard all 
day long for your cause and take a beating and whatnot, but you got 
your wives, you got your sweethearts, and you have your friends of 
the feminine side fighting on your side. | think that's one that the 
finest thing that has developed in the 22 years that I've been in 
Congress. And | hope that every other labor organization in the United 
States of America will take a chapter out of the work that DRIVE has 
accomplished and pattern your, your actions along the same lines and 
get the feminine sex interested in it, because their, instead of having 
one in the family working, you're going to have two and consequently 
you're going to get twice the value out of it. Now, as a program before 
Congress, the major bills that we're going to consider this year briefly 
are: First of all, the civil rights bill. The House has already acted on 

it. It's now in the Senate. We anticipate at least a two-months 
filibuster, and the scuttlebutt in Washington is that along, after the 
filibuster runs about six weeks, then the compromising wheels are 
going to go into action and in at least two parts of the bill, namely on 
the public accommodation side, chapter of it and also in the FEP 
section of it, that those two sections of the bill, or titles of the bill 
rather, are going to be somewhat compromised in order to impose 
cloture. That without some kind of a compromise in those two 
respects, on those two titles, that they don't think that they'll have 
enough votes to impose cloture. But you're going to have a Civil Rights 
Bill. If it's going to be compromised, it's not going to be compromised 
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too seriously. I'd say that just about 90% of what's in the bill, will be in 
the bill when it gets out of the Senate, what was in the House. And 
then of course, when it comes back to the House, there'll be no 
question about it at all. But that's the big one. Then we have a lot of 
other bills that are pending. One gentleman talked to me today about 
the chances of this Youth Conservation Corps program. Well that bill 
has already passed the Senate of the United States last year by an 
overwhelming vote. It is now being considered by the House Labor 
Committee and is being put up as a package of the anti-poverty 

bill. And it's a good bill in my judgment. | think that the CCC, as a 
matter of fact if you lived in my area in northern Wisconsin, you could 
still see much of the good that the CCC has accomplished in northern 
Wisconsin. | know that when that bill hits the Florida House that that 
bill will pass. That we are going to have the inauguration of the Youth 
Conservation Corps again, where we're going to take these 
underprivileged children from the streets of our large cities that are 
engaged in juvenile delinquency and whatnot. That for some reason or 
other don't want to go to school, but you can't salvage part of them by 
teaching them a trade. | think it would be good for America. | am very 
strong for that bill because it would especially help northern Wisconsin 
because that's where these camps will be located in areas such as 
northern Wisconsin. | am against this proposition that was made by 
Secretary of Defense McNamara that we use abandoned military bases 
for that purpose. I'd like to separate this program completely and 
entirely from our military setup. | don't think that our Youth 
Conservation Corps should have the slightest tinge of militarism. And 
not only that, but these military camps are located in areas where jobs 
of the type that these people will have, like conservation jobs, soil 
conservation jobs, planting of trees and things of that nature, the 
places where we have these abandoned camps, those facilities and 
those opportunities are not available to them. And I'm positive that 
when the committee comes out with a bill that is not going to be a 
part of the military set up, namely using abandoned military bases 
where we can base these people and lodge these people in order to 
carry out the program. If you're going to have it at all and you are 
going to have it, in my judgment it's going to pass, it's going to be 
similar to the setup that we had during the Depression years, where 
they're going to be strictly civilian and strictly under civilian 

control. Where we can teach them a trade and actually get them to do 
something that will be constructive for the area, and in places like 
northern Wisconsin, it'll be just as helpful as it has been in the 

past. And the other parts of the anti-poverty bill, there's going to be 
some question about them. The most controversial one probably will 
be what they call the Domestic Peace Corps. That's probably going to 
be the most controversial part of the anti-poverty program. The 
program calls for all the parts of the anti-poverty bill. It calls for only 
an expenditure of $900 million, which is not very much when you 
consider that our average expenditure to reconstruct underprivileged 
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people all over the world has been in the neighborhood of $7 billion a 
year. That's what we've been spending since 1945 under our various 
foreign aid programs to rehabilitate underprivileged of 
underdeveloped areas of the world. When you consider that we're 
only asking for roughly one seventh of that money to rehabilitate 
people, under privileged people in the United States of America, it's a 
very, very small amount of money. So the $900 million, as far as |am 
concerned, it's inadequate, but | don't think that we can get more than 
$900 million out of this Congress. But once we get the program started 
and if they work out, particularly like this Youth Conservation Corps, 
once we get that program started and it works out well, that proves 
itself as I'm sure it will, we'll have no difficulty in getting more money 
in the, proceeding next years of the Congress of the United States. 
Some of the other measures that are pending before the Congress, 
we've already gone over the hump. Federal aid to education, for 
higher education, we're still at more or less of a stalemate on 
secondary and elementary education. And there of course, the 
stumbling block is this matter of whether it should be made available 
to private elementary schools and high schools, parochial, and that's 
the thing that's holding it up. We have ironed it out finally in a higher 
education bill. It's compromised to where there is no objection to it. 
And | think now that it has been worked out in the higher education 
level that the pattern has been set, and just as the thing worked out 
very well in making it available to private colleges and religious 
colleges as well as public colleges, that the same thing will probably 
work out as far as secondary and elementary education is concerned. 
We’re over the hurdle as far as aid, federal aid to higher education is 
concerned, but we still have the sword hanging over us in this 
controversy over private and religious schools, which | think will be 
worked out, and we'll probably compromise on the same basis that we 
did on the principle of higher education. Then there are many other 
bills of a minor nature. We have a bill before the Education and Labor 
Committee which is going to put under the minimum wage law 
millions of workers who were excluded in the past, which | felt should 
not have been excluded in the last minimum wage law that we had. 
We have, we're trying to get the restaurant workers and the laundry 
workers and the millions of people who were excluded from the 
provisions of the minimum wage law in the last minimum wage law 
that we passed. We have legislation pending now where we're going 
to try to get them covered by the minimum wage standard, and | think 
that it should, because that's the only way those people are going to 
get a break. Those are the major issues before the Congress of the 
United States at the present time. | think I've covered most of them, 
and if | haven't, probably they'd be brought out in the question and 
answer. And | might go on here for another hour or two and talk to 
you about what measures are pending before Congress and may end 
up touching a particular bill that you might be interested in. So at this 


Speech of Representative O’Konski April 1, 1964 


Male Voice 2: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


Male Voice 2: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


Male Voice 3: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


Male Voice 4: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


point, I'll subject myself to question and answers and you folks go 
ahead and ask any question that you would like now. Yes sir? 


What is your position on the civil rights bill? [Unintelligible] 


Well, my position on the civil rights bill, | can answer that best by 
saying that | signed the discharge petition to bring it up. But with the 
organization that we have in northern Wisconsin, where five new 
counties were added to my district about a year ago, | made 
commitments in this new district. I've been putting him off for months 
and months, where | had speaking engagements, and | wasn't out 
there for a vote. If | had been there, | would have voted for it. Not only 
that, but in case there's any questions about how | would have voted 
had | been there to be perfectly forthright with you, | could have 
evaded it and just said | wasn't there, but | didn't. | put a statement in 
the congressional record that if | had been there and had been 
present, | would have voted “aye,” on the basis that | signed the 
discharge petition to bring it up. Does that answer your question? 


Right. 


Good. 


Tell them about the fringe benefits that were granted under the Davis- 
Bacon Act. 


Yes, you probably, it doesn't concern you... Yes, it does in some 
respect. Yes, it does. The building, George’s masters were behind this 
bill. They did quite a bit of lobbying on it. The Davis-Bacon Act, which 
permits the use of fringe benefits, has now become law. And | was 
amazed at the overwhelming vote that it did pass in the House of 
Representatives and the Senate, so that thing is [unintelligible] law. 
That's something you people have been fighting for, for the last five 
years. That has become law. | voted for it, and the amazing thing about 
that one was the, the overwhelming majority of members of Congress 
and the Senate who did vote for that bill. It got to the point where 
after a motion was made to recommit to weaken part of the bill, when 
that was defeated, it was, it just went through like that. | was amazed 
at how well the bill did carry. 


Congressman, is there any possibility in the next session of tax revision 
on the, they've been talking about the complete revision, basic 
revisions to the tax laws? Is there any possible [unintelligible]? 


Yes, particularly in the excise field. As a matter of fact, commitment 
has been made by the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
Mr. Mills, and also by the White House that this bill should be passed. 


Speech of Representative O’Konski April 1, 1964 


Male Voice 5: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


Male Voice 6: 


Representative Alvin 
O’Konski: 


This tax measure, inadequate as it was and unfair as it was in some 
instances, that this is the best that we could get at this time. It was 
speed that was of the essence, and both Mr. Mills of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House and his counterpart in the Senate and 
President Johnson have pledged that if this bill is passed, there will be 
a complete revision of our entire tax structure, with particular 
attention being paid to the various excise taxes that are hurting 
several industries in the United States, with particular reference to 
the, well, the entertainment tax. The tax in your, your cabarets and 
whatnot that have put many musicians out of work and a lot of people 
who worked in these places. Some of your long standing night clubs 
have gone out of business because of that tax and put thousands of 
people out of work. So there is going to be a complete revision of our 
entire tax structure, with particular reference to the excise field to 
create more employment and to take the tax off of those industries 
that have been hurt. That's in the making. 


Mr. O’Konski, just recently the AMA appeared before FTC opposing 
FTC suggestion of limitations on cigarette advertising. Now it is alleged 
that the AMA is working with the Southern tobacco growers, or the 
congressmen there, in an effort to trade Medicare votes for votes for 
the subject of tobacco. 


That's, yes, that's right. That's, that's the deal that the AMA is pulling 
now, but the Medicare for the aging has gotten to be, has gotten such 
wide support throughout the country in increasing numbers, that any 
manipulation on their part isn't going to hold it back. You are going to 
get a medical care bill for the aging out in this session of Congress. 
They aren't strong enough to do it, to stop it. It may have to be 
compromised in some respects with inaugurating a plan of private 
insurance, so as not to hurt the private insurance companies, but with 
whatever bill they come out with, you're going to have something that 
they will be covered either by private insurance of their own, or if they 
can't get or can't afford private insurance of their own, they will be 
covered on their government Social Security. So what compromise will 
come out will have everybody covered. 


Congressman, we understand your position with regard to the 
congressional investigation on this matter in Chattanooga. Now, in the 
past, there have been certain congressional investigations which 
certainly have been triggering circuses. What safeguards are there or, 
or what can be done so that all of us who are interested can be 
assured that all the facts in this particular case will be made available 
to the investigation, investigating committee and this will not become 
another political football? 


Well, that's a tough one, because as Sidney told you, the pressure in 
high places to squelch this committee investigation headed by, we call 
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him “Manny,” Emanuel Celler of New York, the pressure on him to 
make a perfunctory examination of it, to go through the motions, the 
pressure that's going to be put on him to just go through the motions 
is going to be terrific. | happen to have talked with Mr. McCullough of 
Ohio, who is the ranking minority member on that committee, and 
he's very conservative individual, incidentally, and in the conversation 
| gathered from him, he's very deeply concerned about it and he feels 
very strongly that there has been a violation of constitutional rights in 
this case. But the minority, unless it has a cooperation of the majority, 
and | don't want to talk politics as in the Baker case, if the majority 
doesn't want to go through with it, it's pretty rough for the minority to 
go ahead and a lot is going to depend on Manny Celler’s attitude. 
Now, Manny Celler is a very independent cuss at times and he is most 
frequently a man of pretty high principal. And | think that if he is sold 
on the idea that there is something rotten in Denmark, and I'll say this, 
Manny Celler is a strong, firm and sincere believer in constitutional 
rights, for minorities or for anybody. He detests persecution. He's of 
Jewish extraction and they resent persecution in any form that it might 
come up. And I'm just betting and gambling that because of his strong 
passion for constitutional liberties and civil rights for everyone, 
particularly when he finds that it borders in the realm of persecution, 
which certainly this case does, that Manny Celler is going to be pretty 
independent and pretty hard to deal with and, and at this stage of the 
game, I'll gamble that he's going to go through with it and do the best 
job that he can. And you ask what can you do about it? | think that 
letters from various parts of the country, from Teamster Union 
members, rank and filers, not form letters, but written in longhand or 
typed individual letters to members of Congress that they contact 
Emanuel Celler that they urge that a thorough and honest and 
complete investigation be made of this matter would be helpful. In 
other words, if you folks would go back home and write your 
congressmen from your various districts, and your senators also, you 
have in excess of a million members and let me tell you, if they got 
100,000 to the members of Congress, if 1/15th of those wrote in to 
the various members of Congress in the Senate, | think that that would 
do more, that there is a demand on the part of the people. You'd be 
surprised at the reaction there is from people. I'm glad you asked that 
question because | probably would have skipped this, but a lot of 
members of Congress came over to me the day after | put that in the 
record and they said “Al, you’re brave” or “what the hell you're doing 
that for. You're just sticking out your neck on an unpopular principle. 
You know that Jimmy Hoffa is unpopular with the newspapers. He's 
unpopular with TV newscasters. He doesn't get a fair break from them. 
What are you, what are you sticking out your neck for?” And | said, 
“Well, it's a matter of principle for me and | put it in.” And | was rather 
inquisitive of just what was going to happen after | put it ina 

record. Now in a record, there are 60,000 copies of the congressional 
record that are printed. 60,000 a day. And so there are 60,000 readers 
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of the congressional record. Some don't read every bit of it, but on the 
controversy like Jimmy Hoffa, you can rest assured that they would. 
But then also the Milwaukee Journal reporter happened to have 
caught it, and there was an article in the Milwaukee Journal on the 
statement that | made, and they amplified it somewhat. And it also 
appeared in the Minneapolis papers. And believe it or not, | have 
received 150 letters in support of Jimmy Hoffa. Now that was the 
most... 


[Applause] 


And incidentally, in many of those letters | cannot tell whether they’re 
laboring men or not. But in most of the letters | can tell who they were 
because written on their stationary, and believe it or not, the majority 
of those letters came from businessmen. Now that's the thing that 
amazed me. The fact that it came from businessmen and not rank and 
file of labor. So in other words, that, that proves to me, if the 
American people get the story, the true story behind this thing, Jimmy 
Hoffa is going to get a lot of sympathy and a lot of popular support. 
But it's going to be hard to do it through the press because he has not 
gotten fair treatment from the press. He hasn't gotten fair treatment 
on TV, and so it has to be done through an investigation. Newspapers 
like sensationalism. If this stuff comes out over here that they had 
jurors that were provided with prostitutes and whatnot, let me tell 
you, that's one time that Jimmy Hoffa is going to get a break because 
the newspaper is going to go for that sort of thing. 


[Laughter] 


They indulge. That's one time when Jimmy probably will get a break 
from the press. And that's why this thing has to come out. That's the 
only way, in my judgment, with the sensationalism involved here and 
the unbelievable, absolutely unbelievable things that took place over 
there. As | was listening over here, | knew it was bad, but | didn't know 
it was that bad. | knew it smelled, but | didn't know that it stunk. Let's 
put it that way. Now, there's enough sensationalism involved over 
here that, if properly used, if this thing gets out to the press, these 
affidavits and whatnot, and if they are in affidavit form, the newspaper 
should have, and particularly if it goes in the congressional record. 
Now, there are some names involved over there. One way to do it, to 
get it to the press, the press might shy away from it if they went over 
to Sidney’s office and said “let us see those,” they might shy away 
from it because they're afraid of libel. But, Sidney, if you can get 
someone like me to put all those affidavits in the congressional record, 
then the newspapers can pick it up and they don't have to be afraid of 
libel because a newspaper can print anything that's in the 
congressional record. Even if it's false. Even if it isn't true. Even if it's 
libelous. Anything that appears in the congressional record, a 
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newspaper can print, and they can't be sued for libel. So, likewise in 
the congressional committee. If this fickle comes out in a 
congressional committee, and it's in a committee hearings, the 
newspapers can print it. They can print every affidavit. They can print 
everything that's said, and they aren't subject to libel because it came 
out either in a congressional record or in a committee hearing. And in 
that respect, probably, it's a blessing in disguise for Jimmy that this 
stuff will finally get out to the public. Any other questions? If not, | 
know you've been here a long time, | just want to thank you for this 
opportunity. | announced in July of 1942 that | was a candidate for 
Congress, and | haven't “dis-announced.” So it goes without saying | 
want to say what happened yesterday. In one way, | regret it. | 
sincerely do, because Lester Johnson was probably the closest friend | 
had in Congress. There wasn't much difference between his voting and 
mine. | think the only place where we disagreed was on foreign aid 
and imports. That's basically about the only places where we 
disagreed on our voting, but he was a personal friend of mine. A very 
high man. A very high caliber man. He has a very lovely wife. Lester 
never, | never heard Lester in the 13 years that I've known him say one 
derogatory statement about anybody in all the years that I've known 
him. And | could go on and say many more things about Lester, and in 
that respect, | regret that he's not a candidate. But now that he's 
definitely decided not to run, and I'm glad also because it would have 
been tough for you. If Lester had been a candidate and | had been a 
candidate, | frankly wouldn't have been free and going out and asking 
your support because Lester also deserved your support. But now that 
Lester is out of the picture, incidentally through no fault of mine, the 
fact that the matter is | personally told Lester on many occasions, 
“Lester, | hope you run in the tenth. That's where you should run, 
because that's where 180,000 of your people went. Only 75,000 of 
your people went in Thompson’s district and only 35,000 of your 
people went in Mel Laird’s district. So if you run anywhere, | think you 
should run in the tenth. We'll have a clean campaign. And furthermore 
Lester, if any man ever defeats me, | hope that it's someone like you.” 
And | told Lester that on, Johnson, that on at least a dozen occasions 
so | had nothing to do with his withdrawal. In fact, | encouraged him to 
run in whatever means it might command. But now with a good friend 
of yours, definitely not a candidate, and I've always been a friend of 
yours and hope to be. | hope that you folks will be in a position where 
you can support me this coming November. Thank you. 


[Applause] 


Thank you Congressman O'Konski for your fine remarks. And | certainly 
want to thank you for the hospitality that you showed our women 
when they were in Washington last summer. Now we're going to 
adjourn for about 15 minutes so that the waitresses will have an 
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opportunity to clear the tables and we'll be back here at a quarter 
after two. 


[Background Conversations] 


